
- --
JOHN ASHCROFT 

Gowaaar 

F t q I .s t:--"l+ '~ 

Di\ision of En1:rBY 

G. TRACY MEHAN In 
Dlrcl:tOr STATE OF MISSOURI 

DEPARTMENT OF NATIJRAL RESOURCES 

Division of En\ironmcnW Qu:dily 
Division of Gcotosr aru~ Land Sun-ey 

Dlvbion of Man:agcmcnt Senices 
Divlsionof Parks, Bcc:raliOll. 

and Historic Praervuion 

DIVISION OF ~ONMENTAL QUAUlY 
P.O. Box 176 

Jdl'a'son Oty, MO 65102 

POLICY STA~ ON ENFORCZMEN'r OF EXCESS EMISSIONS 
AND/OR MONITOR DOWNTIME 

In the course of analyzing Excess Emission Reports ( EERs) , the Missouri Department of Natural Resources, Air Ilcllution Control Proqram ( APCP) must determine when to taka enforcement action against sources reporting high percentages cf excess emissions. Listed below are Enforcement Action Levels based en the percentages of Source Operating Time, at which the APCP will taka enforcement action against a facility. After conferring with US!PA, we have drafted the following Enforcement Action Guidelines. They are similar to those which USEPA has adopted. 

1. For Excess Emission Opacity, the Enforcement Action Levels are: 

A. Five percent (S!IIs) cf Source Operating 'rime (SOT). 'rhis does not include excess emissions due to start-up/shutdown. 

B. One percent ( l!lls) SOT if the source is required to use the CEM as a direct compliance method, not tc include start-up/shutdown. 

2. For Excess Emission of SOX and NOX, the Enforcement Action Levels are: 
A. Five percent (S!IIs) of SOT, to include ex~ass emissions during start-up/shutdown. 

B. One percent ( l') SOT, if source is required to usa CEM as a direct compliance method. This l!lls is to include 
start-up/shutdown. 

3. For Monitor System Downtime, the Enforcement Action Levels are: 

A. Five percent (S!IIs) of SOT. 

B. One percent (l\) of SOT, if source is required to usa CEM as a direct compliance method. 
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